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September 9, 1983 Mr. A. J. Kennedy, Plant Manager 
Ashtabula Plant 
The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company 
P.O. Box 5000 
Cleveland, Ohio 44101 

Dear Mr. Kennedy: 

Please find enclosed the Compliance Sampling Inspection Report covering the 
CEI Ashtabula Plant survey on February 4 and 7, 1983. The report indicates 
that at the time of inspection this facility was in compliance with the 
Consent Judgment and associated draft NPDES permit entered on November 8, 1982, 
in the case of the State of Ohio ex rel. William J. Brown vs. the CEI Company. 
Additionally, we are pleased to note completion of the NPDES project at 
Ashtabula. We expect these innovative facilities will continue to have a 
significant and favorable impact on water quality of Lake Erie. 

Please note the recommendations and requests included in the report. 

Thank you for the courtesy extended during the inspection. Should you have 
any questions or comments concerning the report, please feel free to contact 
Marty Hilovsky at (216) 425-9171. 

Yours truly, 

, G-. V_ 
Dennis E. Lee, P.E. 
Group Leader 
Division of Industrial Wastewater 

MAH:mjo 

End. 

cc: Jack Van Kley, OAG, w/a 

Northeast District Office 
2110 E. Aurora Road, Twinsburg, Ohio 44087-1969 (216) 425-9171 
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- ^ COMPLIANCE SAMPLING INSPECTION REPORT • 
: The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company 

Ashtabula Plant 
2133 Lake Road East 

Ashtabula, Ohio 44004 

Ohio EPA Permit No. 3IB00012*BD 
U.S. EPA No. 0H001121 

Prepared By 

Martin A. Hilovsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Division of Wastewater 

Industrial Wastewater Group 
Northeast District Office 

September 9, 1983 
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^2; • On February 1, 1983, a Compliance Sampling Inspection was conducted at the 

Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company Ashtabula facility. The inspection 

was conducted by the Northeast District Office of the Ohio Environmental 

Protection Agency. The purpose of the inspection was to assess the company's 

degree of compliance with a Consent Judgement and associated draft NPDES. 

Permit (OEPA No. 3IB00012*BD) filed in Cuyahoga County Common Pleas Court on 

November 8, 1982. Samples for suspended solids, total arsenic, and oil and 

grease were collected from monitoring stations 31800012002, 31800012004, 

31800012006 and 3IB00012007, and were split with the permittee. 

The results of the inspection indicate the facility was in compliance with the 

Consent Judgment and draft NPDES permit at the time of inspection. No effluent 

limitation violations for the above monitoring stations were found during the 

sampling period. 

It is recommended that CEI proceed with current investigations regarding 

increased internal control of the regenerate process and subsequent neutral

ization procedures. 

The company is requested to keep this office informed as to the progress of 

the following projects: 

a. Interconnection of combined and low volume wastes basins. 

b. Valving of overflows from the major basins and the coal pile 

runoff basin. 
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FACT SHEET • 

Permittee 

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Co. 
2133 Lake Road East 
Ashtabula, Ohio 44004 

Facility Representative 

A. J. Kennedy, Plant Manager 

Tel: (216) 622-9800 

Corporate Offices 

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Co. 
P.O. Box 5000 
Cleveland, Ohio 44101 

Responsible Official 

Carlton Rush 
Senior Environmental Engineer 

Tel: (216) 622-9800 

Inspection Data 

Type of Inspection: 
Date of Inspection: 
Compliance Status: 
Date of Previous Compliance Inspection: 
Previous Compliance Status: 

Industrial Compliance Sampling 
February 4 and 7, 1983 
In Compliance 
May 20, 1982 
Unsatisfactory, due to schedule 
violations 

Participants 

Ohio EPA: 

Martin Hilovsky, Environmental Scientist 
Sandy Kausek Aho, Environmental Scientist 

U.S. EPA: 

David Barna, Environmental Engineer 

Permittee: 

A. J. Kennedy, Plant Manager 
Robert Wykoff, Chemical Engineer (Corporate) 
Paul Kowalski, Chemical Engineer (Plant) 
Robert Parker, Environmental Engineer (Corporate) 
Fred Lewis, Plant Technical Engineer (Plant) 

NPDES Permit Data 

Ohio EPA Permit No.: 
U.S. EPA No.: 
Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

3IB00012*BD (B 312) 
0H0001121 
January 1, 1983 (draft permit contained in Consent 

Judgment of 11-8-82) 
Issuance of final permit 
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Monitoring Station No.; 3IB00012001 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Lake Erie 

Non-Contact Cooling 

223.0 MGD 

Lake Erie 

Parameters Monitored: Flow 
Temperature 
Total Residual Chlorine 

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

Monitoring Station No.: 
4 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

3IB00012002 

Lake Erie 

Process and Storm Water 

.253 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983) 

Lake Erie 

Flow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Oil and Grease 
Total Arsenic 
pH 

3IB00012003 

Lake Erie 

Non-Contact Cooling 

79.0 MGD 

Lake Erie 

F1 ow 
Temperature 
Total Residual Chlorine 



fibnitoring Station No.: 3IB00012004 

S, Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

Lake Erie 

Process 

.173 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983) 

Lake Erie 

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: f 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

Flow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Oil and Grease 
Total Arsenic 
pH 

3IB00012006 

Lake Erie 

Process 

1.89 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983) 

Lake Erie 

F1 ow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Gil and Grease 
Total Arsenic 
pH 

3IB00012007 

Lake Erie 

Process 

1.035 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983) 

Lake Erie 

Flow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Oil and Grease 
Total Arsenic 
pH 
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Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored; 

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

,31600012604 

Rainfall 

Storm Water 

.360 M6D (max.) 

Lake Erie via Outfall 002 

Flow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Total Iron 
pH 

3IB00012605 

Lake Erie 

Boiler Blowdown 

8,194 GPD (Avg. for June, 1983) 

Lake Erie 

Flow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Total Copper 
Total Iron 
pH 

3IB00012613 

Lake Erie 

Process 

.306 million gallons per year 

Lake Erie via Outfall 002 

Flow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Oil and Grease 
Total Copper 
Total Iron 
Dissolved Iron 
pH 
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W"-A.-'{' Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Vfaters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: ' 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

: . 

3ftol2614 

Lake Erie 

Process 

.160 million gallons per year 

Lake Erie via Outfall 004 

Flow 
Total Suspended Solids 
Oil and Grease 
Total Copper 
Total Iron 
Dissolved Iron 
pH 

3IB00012650 

Lake Erie 

Process 

.341 MGD (Avg. for June. 1983) 

Combined Treatment Basin (002) 

F1 ow 

3IB00012651 

Lake Erie 

Process 

.322 MGD (Avg. for June. 1983) 

Lake Erie via combined treatment basin (002) 

Flow 



r • #/"' ̂ 
"•^'C; • 

fe- / 

' "i - • ' 

Monitoring station No. 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

'•'/:?: 

31800012660 

Lake Erie 

Process 

.388 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983) 

Combined Treatment Basin (004) 

Flow 

'••XT-

Monitoring Station No.: 

Water Supply: 

Wastewater Type: 

Flow: 

Receiving Waters: 

Parameters Monitored: 

3IB00012661 

Lake Erie 

Process 

.327 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983) 

Lake Erie,via combined treatment basin (004) 

Flow 

i 
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PERMIHEE PROFILE 

KpiifSThe Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company's (CEI) Ashtabula facility (here-

inafter called "Ashtabula") contains three plants: "A" Plant, "B" Plant and 

"C" Plant. The "A" and "B" Plants are housed together 1/4 mile west of the 

"C" Plant. The "A" Plant is a coal fired unit with a net demonstrated rating 

8ii?Vv' . 

of 244 Mwe. "B" Plant consists of six oil fired boilers and four turbine"} 
7 

generators with a total net demonstrated rating of 215 Mwe. "B" Plant is ) 

normally used only under peak load conditions. 

The Ashtabula "C" Plant was originally owned by Union Carbide. CEI acquired 

the plant in 1971. In addition to electricity, the Ashtabula "C" Plant also 

supplies steam evaporative water and untreated water to Union Carbide. The 

Ashtabula "C" Plant contains four coal fired units with a net demonstrated 

rating of 215 Mwe. 

Wastewater discharges from the Ashtabula facility are regulated by NPDES 

Permit OEPA No. 3IB00012*BD, contained in a Consent Judgment filed in Cuyahoga 

County Common Pleas Court on November 8, 1982. This Consent Judgment is the 

result of a suit filed in February, 1981, by the Ohio Attorney General's 

Office because of schedule noncompliance with OEPA Findings and Orders of 1977. 

Site plans for the Ashtabula facility are included on the following pages. 
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WASTEWATER POLLUTION CONTROL FACILITIES ^ 

A 

y/; ' 

••j J' 

Ashtabula "A" and "B" Plants 

Ashtabula "A" and "B" Plants secure their potable water from the municipal water 

supply at an approximate rate of .05 MGD (Department of the Army Corps of 

Engineers Application for a Permit to Discharge or Work in Navigable Waters 

and their tributaries: July 6, 1971). 

Non-potable water is pumped from Lake Erie. See Table I for non-potable water 

usage at Ashtabula "A" and "B" Plants. 

TABLE I 

NON-POTABLE WATER USAGE AT "A" AND "B" PLANTS 

Plant Usage Volume (MGD)* 

Cooling Water 223.00 

Boiler Feed Water .08 

Process Water 9.79 

Total 232.87 

* Fonn 2C NPDES Application February, 1983. 
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Non-contact cooling water constitutes the majority of the non-potable water 

usage. The facility employes once-through cooling. Water running through the 
has d 

condensers of the "A" and "B" Plants^ chlorinated at the intake to minimize 
fce. 

algae growth during the summer months. The condensers are chlorinated individ

ually for a maximum of two hours per condenser per day. The unchlorinated 

circulating water from the other condensers mixes with the chlorinated water, 

diluting the chlorine concentration prior to discharge. Boiler blowdown is 

discharged directly to the lake with the condenser cooling water. 

All process water generated at Ashtabula "A" and "B" is ultimately discharged 

to either the combined treatment basin (ash pond) or the low volume (oily waste) 

basin. The following is a listing and description of the major sources of 

wastewater entering each basin. 

Combined Treatment Basin 

1. Ash Transport Water - Bottom ash from the "A" Plant is slurried and 

pumped from ash sumps to two (2) dewatering hydrobins. Partially 

dewatered bottom ash is transported off site for disposal in a 

landfill. Overflow and decant water from these two hydrobins is 

pumped to the ash pond for particle settling. 

Under the present system, bottom ash transport water is being re

cycled from the ash pond. Approximately 92% of the water flowing 

from the bottom ash hydrobins (total ash transport water) is 

recycled back to the plant for sluice and quench water purposes. 
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2. Ash storage and handling runoff - Dry fly asK handling techniques 

are used at the "A" Plant. However, fly ash spilled during the 

loading of trucks Is washed to a sump near the coal dumper house and 

Is pumped to the combined treatment basin. Estimated flow to the 

combined treatment basin from this source Is .291 MGD. 

3. Chemical Cleaning Wastes - These wastes result primarily from boiler 

and air heater cleaning. The air heaters are normally washed once 

per year. The waste stream Is characterized by high total suspended 

solids and total Iron, and low pH. Each wash amounts to approximately 

.306 million gallons per year. 

The "A" Plant boiler Is normally cleaned once every four years. The 

boiler water and rinses^re usually high In total suspended solids, 
J 'Vnr""; 

Iron and copper. The acid wastes generated from cleaning the boilers 
•" •* /y' ̂  ' 

are disposed of off site. The flow from this source Is estimated 

at 2,800 gallons per year. 

Prior to discharge to the combined treatment basin, all chemical 

cleaning wastes are collected in a lined chemical waste lagoon. From 

this lagoon the wastes are pumped to the chemical treatment building 

where they are batch treated using lime pH adjustment, oxidation, 

and f4Ti:rat1on. Filtrate is discharged to the combined treatment 

basin and the sludges from the filter press are hauled off site for 

disposal. 

4. Coal Pile Runoff - Runoff from Ashtabula's coal pile Is collected 

and routed to a retention basin. Flow from the basin Is pumped to 

the coal pile runoff treatment system which consists of chemical 
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precipitation, coagulation, and ;eiltEat4«n-r- Effluent from this system 

is discharged to the combined treatment basin at an estimated flow 

of 29,000 GPD. Filter press sludge is hauled off site. 

Low Volume Waste Basin 

1. Regenerate Wastes - Regenerate wastes result from the regeneration of 

the ion exchange resins used in boiler water pretreatment. Regenerate 

wastes are normally caustic or acidic and amount to approximately 

7,500 GPD. 

2. Floor and Equipment Drains - Most of the flow from these sources is 

non-contact equipment cooling water. In total, floor and equipment 

drains account for most of the flow to the low volume waste basin. % 

The new chemical treatment building htuses the high rate filters and filter 

feed pumps for both the combined and low volume waste basins. Bottom ash 

transport water recycle pumps are also contained in this building. Reaction 

tanks and a filter press for pretreatment of the chemical cleaning wastes are 

housed here. 

Sanitary wastes have been discharged to the Ashtabula municipal sewer system 

since July 18, 1979. 

Ashtabula "C" 

Ashtabula "C" Plant secures its potable water from the municipal water supply. 

Non-potable water is pumped from Lake Erie. See Table II for non-potable 

water usage at the Ashtabula "C" Plant. 
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TABLE II 

ASHTABULA "C" PLANT NON-POTABLE WATER USAGE 

Plant Usage Volume (MGD)* 

Cooling Water 138.00 

Process Water 5.40 

Total 143.40 

•Form 20 NPDES Application - February, 1983. 

As with "A" and "B" Plants, non-contact cooling water constitutes the majority 

of the water usage. The facility employs once-through cooling. Condensers are 

not chlorinated at the "C" Plant since the water is taken from the lake bottom 

where algae is not a problem. 

The coal pile at "A" and "B" Plants serves the "C" Plant as well. Therefore, 

there is no coal pile runoff at the "C" Plant. 

The wastewater treatment facilities at "C" Plant are essentially the same as 

those serving the "A" and "B" Plants. The sources of wastewater to this system 

are also similar to those listed for the "A" and "B" Plants, with the exception 

of coal pile runoff. 

Schematics of these treatment facilities are included on the following pages. 
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INSPECTION PROGRAM 

The purpose of this survey was to assess the company's degree of compliance 

with the terms and conditions of November 8, 1982, Consent Judgment and Its 

associated draft NPDES permit. The evaluation Included a review of major 

components of the wastewater treatment system as well as sampling of process 

wastewater outfalls discharging at time of Inspection. 

Wastewater samples collected by CEI's automatic samplers at Outfalls 004, 006, 

and 007 were split with the permittee for solids analysis.Grab samples for 

oil and grease and total arsenic were also collected from these monitoring 

stations. Due to a sampler malfunction, a grab sample was collected at Outfall 

002 for solids analysis. All samples were properly preserved and refrigerated 

prior to analysis. 

FINDINGS 

Analytical results from the February 7, 1983, sampling are Included In Tables I 

through IV. These results Indicate that the facility was In compliance with 

the permit effluent limitations at the time of Inspection. A comparison of the 

analytical results 'from the two laboratories revealed no significant discrepancies, 

Due to limited OEPA laboratory capability at the time of the survey, results 

are unavailable for total arsenic. 



TABLE I 

ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR 

Cleveland Electric Illuminating - Ashtabula 
February 7, 1983 
3IB00012-002 

PARAMETER (UNITS) NOTE 
OEPA RESULTS 

CONC. LOADING 
PERMIT LIMITS 

CONC. LOADING 
COMPANY RESULTS 
CONC. LOADING 

(kg/da) (kg/da) (kg/da) 

Flow (MGD) 1 — 
— 1 Monitor Only .151 

pH (S.U.) 3 7.32 — 6.0 - 9.0 — — 

TSS (mg/1) 2,3 9.0 5.15 100 Daily Max. 
30 Mo. Avg. 

7.0 4.00 

Oil & Grease (mg/1) 3,4 <5 — 20 Daily Max. 
15 Mo. Avg. 

1.5 0.18 

Arsenic (ug/1) -- — Monitor Only 5.1 — 

NOTES TO TABLE I 

1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6-83 to 12:01 A.M., 2-7-83. 

2. Grab sample collected at 11:40 A.M., 2-7-83. 

3. Preserved by cooling to 4®C. 

4. Preserved with sulfuric acid. 



TABLE II 

ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR 

Cleveland Electric Illuminating - Ashtabula 
February 7, 1983 

3IB00012-004 

OEPA RESULTS PERMIT LIMITS COMPANY RESULTS 
PARAMETER (UNITS NOTE CONC. LOADING 

(kg/da) 
CONC. LOADING 

(kg/da) 
CONC. LOADING 

(kg/da) 

Flow (MGD) 1 — Monitor Only .174 

pH (S.U.) 3 7.51 — 6.0 - 9.0 I — 

TSS (mg/1) 2,3 <5 100 Daily Max. 
30 Mo. Avq. 

6.0 3.96 

Oil & Grease (mg/1) 3,4 <5 — 20 Daily Max. 
15 Mo. Avg. 

— 

Arsenic (ug/1) 1 — — Monitor Only 2.9 — 

NOTES TO TABLE II 

1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6-83 to 12:01 A.M., 2-7-83. 
A 

2. Sample collected by automatic flow proportioned sampler during the time frame 
noted in No. 1 above. Sample was refrigerated during compositing and split 
with company. 

3. Preserved by cooling to 4®C. 

4. Preserved with sulfuric acid. 



TABLE III 

ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR 

Cleveland Electric Illuminating - Ashtabula 
February 7, 1983 
3I800012-006 

i OEPA RESULTS PERMIT LIMITS COMPANY RESULTS 
PARAMETER (UNITS) NOTE 1 CONG. LOADING 

(kg/da) 
CONC. LOADING CONC. LOADING 

(kg/da) 

Flow (MGD) 1 1 Monitor Only 1.537 

pH (S.U.) 3 7.49 — 6.0 - 9.0 — 

TSS (mg/1) 2,3 16.0 93.2 100 Daily Max. 
30 Mo. Avg. 

21.0 122.3 

Oil & Grease (mg/1) 3,4 <5 — 20 Daily Max. 
15 Mo. Avg. 

2.5 14.6 

Arsenic (ug/1) | — . Monitor Only <1.0 — 

NOTES TO TABLE III 

1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6-83 to 12:01 A.M., 2-7-83. 

2. Sample collected by automatic flow proportioned sampler during the time frame 
noted in No. 1 above. Sample was refrigerated during compositing and split 
with company. 

3. Preserved by cooling to 4®C. 

4. Preserved with sulfuric acid. 



; TABLE IV 

ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR 

Cleveland Electric Illuminating - Ashtabula 
February 7, 1983 

31800012-007 

• OEPA RESULTS PERMIT LIMITS COMPANV 'RESULTS 
PARAMETER (UNITS) NOTE CONC. LOADING 

(kg/da) 
CONC. LOADING 

(kq/da) 
CONC. LOADING 

(kq/da) 

Flow (MGD) 1 — — Monitor Only 1.055 — 

pH (S.U.) 3 7.99 6.0 - 9.0 - — 

TSS (mg/1) 2,3 10 40.0 100 Daily Max. 
30 Mo. Avg. 

14 56.0 

Oil & Grease (mg/1) 3,4 <5 — ' 20 Daily Max. 
15 Mo. Avg. 

<1.0 — 

Arsenic (ug/1) — Monitor Only <1.0 — 

1 

NOTES TO TABLE IV 

1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6-83 to 12:01 A.M., 2-7-83. 

2. Sample collected by automatic flow proportioned sampler during the time frame 
noted in No. 1 above. Sample was refrigerated during compositing and split 
with company. 

3. Preserved by cooling to 4®C. 

4. Preserved with sulfuric acid. 

i,. 
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At the time of inspection, all major treatment systems were complete and 

operational as required by the Consent Judgment. Although Ashtabula reports no 

major operational problems, several design modifications are in progress. As 

discussed below, these modifications will allow greater process control of 

several individual systems. 

In 1982, several CEI plants, including Ashtabula, experienced excursions from 

the metal cleaning waste treatment systems. As a result, Ashtabula is consider

ing installation of a line which will enable plant personnel to recycle filter 

press effluent back to the system during times when effluent quality does not 

meet permit limitations. Such a recycle line has been installed or is in the 

process of being installed at other plants. 

Similarly, pH excursions at the low volume waste basins (outfalls 006 and 007) 

during January, 1983, prompted CEI to place additional emphasis on increased 

internal monitoring and internal process control in the regenerate waste system. 

A long range objective is to have the entire regenerate process under automatic 

pH control. 

An area of particular concern identified during this inspection and the earlier 

survey of May 20, 1982, is the possibility of unauthorized discharges via 

emergency overflow structures on the major basins. The report covering the 

May, 1982, inspection included a recommendation that overflows from the major 

basins be eliminated, or at least valved, to prevent their unintentional or 

automatic use in the event of an equipment malfunction. In response to this 

recommendation, CEI is proceeding with the engineering and installation of 

these valves and estimates completion in September, 1983. 
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A similar recommendation regarding the overflow from the coal pile runoff basin 

was made during the February, 1983, review. Follow-up correspondence from CEI 

indicates that a valve will be installed on this overflow during September, 1983. 

To further reduce the possibility of unauthorized discharges, CEI is proceeding 

with plans to construct interconnections between the combined and low volume 

waste basins. These interconnections will distribute reserve filter and basin 

capacity in the event of equipment malfunction, and is scheduled to be completed 

by November, 1983. 

Two other projects worthy of mention have been implemented at Ashtabula. These 

include: 

1) CEI's central laboratory has initiated a new quality assurance 

program to evaluate laboratory procedures at the plant laboratories. 

2) CEI has completed work on a computerized data storage and retrieval 

system for monthly operating reports. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The February 4 and "7, 1983, Compliance Sampling Inspection at CEI Ashtabula 

found the permittee to be in compliance with the November 8, 1982, Consent 

Judgment and associated draft NPDES Permit, OEPA No. 3IB00012*BD. As required 

by the Consent Judgment, all major treatment systems are complete and operational 

A review of the company's monthly operating reports for the first five months of 

1983 indicates the company is in significant compliance at all outfalls. 

•v. 
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RECOMMENDATIOMS/REQUESTS 

The following recommendation and requests are submitted for CEI's evaluation 

and response: 

1. The company should proceed with its current investigations regarding 

increased internal control of the regenerate process and subsequent 

neutralization procedures. 

2. The company is requested to keep this office informed as to the 

progress of the following projects. 

a. Interconnection of combined and low volume wastes basins. 

b. Valving of overflows from the major basins and the coal pile 

runoff basin. 
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QUARTERLY INCOMPLIANCE REPORT •• 

The Ohio EPA has agreed to submit to the U.S. EPA quarterly reports Indicating 

the status compliance with NPDES permit conditions that are effective for 

facilities on the "Major Dischargers" list. The report also lists ongoing 

or proposed enforcement actions along with circumstances behind noncompliance. 

Thus the "Quarterly Incompliance Report" shows progress toward wastewater 

pollution control as well as significant deviations from required activities 

and effluent limitations imposed on major NPDES permit holders. 

By submitting the report, the U.S. EPA is assured that we have reviewed the 

compliance status of all Major Dischargers on a periodic basis. The report 

is also available to the Congress of the United States and to the public at 

large. Often, copies are requested by special interest groups, sales re

presentatives and private citizens who desire to learn the status of major 

facilities in their area. 

Quarterly incompliance reports for CEI Ashtabula Plant for the period of 

April, 1982, thru March, 1983, are attached as follows. 
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SUhKi:irr. r^« Michael f. rrovagc, IWW 

rATf Sf5y.ITIH)»_£ij_^1j_J0fl3 

OHIO EI> 
ciJAnTKray iNrusTM^i CCKTI-IANCF FKPORT 

trpOKTING FKFKEi Jnn u n ip ^ 'T Y nnd ^arrh. 19f3 
ilFI-LFNT C KVINTS STATUS 

DISTRICT I Kortheag^. 

PAGE «t CF 35 ' 

KAJCE LIST CCFFIIANCE STATUS 

Cl£2£lijrl_hl£siii£_ iilllaiini 
Jauaiiii 

LU 
NPDES AC, CHC0C1121 1 significnnt violation 

1 incignificant violnticn 
?ACK..3IE00pi; Reportedj Up To 9.6 S.U. (nax) 

FernitJ S.C S.U. (nax) 
iFFfCTIVt FCC_ 3^11(^77 

2aliail-fl£2 
KOD. III. 

2 significant violations 
FOD. EIF. Reporterti E.3 S.U. (min) 

C.8 S.U. (max) 
KCD. FFF. FernitJ e.C S.U. (nln) 

S.O S.U. (max) 
POD. FFI. ^__Z 

?iOD. EFF.. Z Z-__ In Coapliance 

EXPIREEi FCC 3/J3/82_ 

TYPFJ INITIAL _JZ 
REKEUAL 

EXfUlS 
Janvja£:CiL-££]:LU9IXa.£S.Lch 
In Compliance 

ACnOR TAKER OR PROPOSED COBKENTS 

2/5/81 - Suit filed in Cuyahcga 
County COKBion Pleas Court by 
the Attorney General for sche
dule viclations. 

11/8/82 - Concent Judgenent 
filed in Cuyahoga County Conxon 
Pleas Court. Significant pre
visions of the agreenent are as 
tcllovsi 

1) Wastewoter treataent faci
lities to be coBplete and 
operational on 1/1/83. 

2) Starting 1/1/83* entity is 
required tc comply vith 
discharge limitations set 
forth in draft KPDES Per
mit contained in Consent 
Judgement. 

2/U/83 - Joint compliance 
evaluation inspection conducted 
by district and USEPA. 

2/7/83 - Compliance sampling 
inspection conducted by dis
trict. 

- Enforcement letter 
sent to entity from district 
Be: January violations. 

U.S. EPA and Company In 6th Cir
cuit Court on permit issuance. 

1/12,19/83 - Letters of noncom
pliance received from entity Re» 
January violations. Company re
ports pH excursions caused by con
trol problems in regenerate waste 
system. Total pH noncompliance at 
Outfall 006 and 007 respective!", 
vas about 0.7* for the month. 

2/28/83 - Pursuant to the 11/8/82 
Consent Judgement, stipulated 
penalty of $3,000 for January's 
significant pH violations receivec 
by Ohio Attorney General's office-

2/22/S3 - Review of February KOR': 
Indicate one pH overage which 
lasted loss than 60 minutes in 
accordance with 90 CFR 901.17. 
Total pH overage vas about 0.1X 
for tho nonth. 



l-unnnaEO DTI nichncl A. Snvagc, IHU 

t ATE SUBKITTFD I.r£triiaxi_2l^-J211 

OHIO EFA 
OUARTFRIY INHUSTPIAL CCHPLIAKCF. REPORT 

REPORTIKG PKRlCPi Oct oIpr»^Noy^iiitipr,,and..Decewber^ .,1.9.82 
EFFLUEKT I EVINIS SIATUS 

DISTRICTI jSsrtheast-

PAGE 1 OF 35 

MAJOR LIST 

.•lAKE £l£veland;,£l£cirl£.. 

ilii;iJLr£liii2_r_l5iiia£uia 

]S£££S-2!£i_2Li£fiflJJ2J— 

ii£Ji_iJi222J2 

FFFF.caiVE lie j/r"/??-
KOD. FFF. /. , / ... 

MOD. FFF. Z—Z 

MOD. FFF. Z,_Z 

.'OD. FFF. 

MOD. IFF. 

FXPIRFS. Ii£ 2ZJ2Z22. 

CONFLIAKCE STATUS 

Zlllasiii 
0£l2l;££ 
22ilflll_2£9 

Effluent not In compliance with 
final table* see Events. 

Jisnsfiifir 
22llall_122 

Effluent not In compliance with 
final table* see Events. 

£S££l!lil££ 
Suiiall-ifiil 

Effluent not in ccmpllance with 
final table* see Events. 

lIPFi IMITIAL __X__ 
REKF.WAL 

ACTION TAKER OB PROPOSED CORHENTS 

lEEBiS 
. 2£££l2££ 
Noncompliance 
Wastewater treatment facilities net 
operational at "C" plant by 7/1/8C and 
at "A" and "B" planto by 11/1/00. 

JlSX£!!!££tx-E£££l!!t£I 
Consent Judgement filed 11/8/83. 
Wastewater treatment facilities tc be 
operational on 1/1/P3. 

3/1't/77 - Findings and Orders 
iFsued ly OFPA contains com
pliance schedule and effluent 
llnltatlonr-. Significant 
schedule milestones arei 
1) Submit plans by 12/1/76. 
2) Attain operational level 

for sanitary wastewater by 
7/1/77. 

3) Initiate construction by 
12/1/78. 

4) Attain operational level 
for "C" plant facilities 
by,7/1/80. 

5) Attain operational level 
for "A" and "b" plant 

" facilities by 11/1/80. 
These limits apply for 5 
(five) years, or until Issu
ance of a NPDES Permit* which
ever IF earlier . 

8/13/80 - Entity referred to 
the Ohio Attorney Cenecnl'c 
Office for litigation. 

2/5/8 1 - Suit filed in Cuyahoga 
County Common Pleas Court by 
the Attorney General for sche
dule viclatlons. 

U.S. EPA and Ccmpany In 6th Cir
cuit Court on permit Issuance. 

11/8/82 - C 
filed In Cu 
Plras Court 
vlElonF of 
fcllowsi 

1) Vnrtew 
cllltl 
and op 

2) Stnrtl 
reoulr 
dlFCha 
forth 
mlt CO 
Judgem 

onsent Judgement 
yahoga County Common 
. Significant pro-
the agrcomont nre as 

at.ec treatment fa
rm to he complete 
erational on 1/1/83. 
ng 1/1/83, entity Is 
fd tc comply with 
rge limitations ret 
in draft NPPFS Fer-
titalned in Consent 
ent* 

12/7/82 - Enforcement letter 
sent tc entity from district. 
Rrj October vlointions. 
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r.ATE SUB«ITTFDi_?!2V£El)ei_J(3^_J2^ 

OHIO EFA 
OUARTERII NCN-CORPLIANCE REPORI 

REPORTIHG FERICDi Jllllj_2uaSSlz_aDd_5fiEifiabSEx-JSfi2 
EFFLUINT C EVENTS STATUS 

DISTRICT I Northeast, 

PACE n or 36 

NAJOP LIST COMPLIANCE STAltS ACTION TAKEN OR PROPOSED 

NAME £j£^alaM_il££3ll£. IlijEfUL 

iUu&icaUns.z.isliialiuAa 
Effluent not in coapllance vlth 

!:i:2£§_iCi_01i£0fiJ121 final table, see Events. 

ii£N_iI2£0(2J5. 

FFFFCTIVF. £££ UlUll. 

r-OD. FEE. l__l 

COD. EPF. 

KOD. FEF. l__/i 

"OD. FEE. i__i 

"tJD. FIF. _„Z__Z 

fXPIPFSl Etc iZJ2ZS2_ 

. SSElsmbej; 

Effluent not in ccmpliance with 
final table, see Events. 

IIPEl INITIAL X 
• RFHEVAL 

JESSDiS 
2l2Alx.£JiaaSlx.S££l£Cll£I 
Non CoBpllance 
Wastewater treatment facilities net 
operational at "C" plant by 7/1/8C and 
a "A" and "B" plants by 11/1/80. 

CONKENTS 

3/1«»/77 - Findings and Orders 
issued by OEPA contains cos-
pllance schedule and effluent 
limitations. Significant 
schedule Bllestoneo aroi 

1) Submit plans by 12/1/76. 
2) Attain operational level 

for sanitary wastewater by 
7/1/77. 

3) Initiate construction by 
12/1/78. 

U) Attain operational level 
i for "C" plant facilities 

by 7/1/80. 
E) Attain operational level 

for -A" and "E" plant 
facilities by 11/1/80. 

These limits apply for 5 
(five) years, or until issu
ance of a HPDES Permit, which
ever is earlier . 

8/13/80 - Entity referred to 
the Ohio Attorney General's 
Office for litigation. 

2/5/81 - Suit filed in Cuyahoga 
County Common Pleas Court by 
the Attorney General for sche
dule violations. 

9/8/82 - Enforcement letter 
sent to entity from district 
RE I July violations. 

10/13/82 - Enforcement letter 
sent to entity from district 
Rei August violations. 

11/0/82 - Enforcement letter 
sent to entity from district 
Rn September violations. 

U.S. EPA and Company in 6th Cir
cuit Court on permit issuance* 



rUUFIllED Bl» Bichopl A. Savace, IWW 

r.ATE Sl-BKlTTFDi.N2VsinfeSI_iajj_J2i2 

OHIO EFA 
ODARTERll HCH-CORPLIAHCE REPORT 

REPORTING FERICDi ijiii4_maiJsi^.ftni_5£Ei£Btai:x_J2fl2 
FFELUIKT t EVENTS STATUS 

DISTRICT I _ y6rthcqs.t_ 

PACE R OF 36 

NAJOP LIST CCKPLIANCE STATES 

NAKI £Jsv2laM_ii££JtXi£_ Ilij££ISi 

iURJSisiUna.z.isbtal2t!la 
Effluent not in compliance with 

lii:S£S_iCi_0i!£0(JJJ2J final table, see Events. 

li£N.2J£022J5 SeElembei 
22llans-222x.£iii 

Effluent not in compliance with 
final table, see Events. 

'rFFFCIIVF. Z££ 2ZJRZ22-

y.oti. FFE. L__L 

FFF. fOD 

"OD 

»on 

.L..L 

"F- U.L 

HI. L.U 

"OU. FEF. ___i i 

fXPlFFSi Etc 2ZJ2Z12. 

nPFl INITIAL 
• RFKEWAL 2ailx_Aiiaii5lx_S££l£I<!2££ 

Non Compliance 
Wastewater treatment facilities net 
operational at "C" plant by 7/1/8C and 
a "A" and "B" plants by 11/1/80. 

ACTION TAKEN OR PROPOSED CONNENIS 

3/1R/77 - Findings and Orders 
Issued by OEPA contains com
pliance schedule and effluent 
limitations. Significant 
schedule milestones arei 
1) Submit plans by 12/1/76. 
3) Attain operational level 

for sanitary wastewater by 
7/1/77. 

3) Initiate construction by 
12/1/78. 

D Attain operational level 
I for "C" plant facilities 

by 7/1/80. 
5)- Attain operational level 

for "A" and plant 
facilities by 11/1/80. 

These limits apply for 5 
(five) years, or until Issu
ance of a KPDES Permit, which
ever Is earlier. 

8/13/80 - Entity referred to 
the Ohlc Attorney General's 
Office for litigation. 

2/5/81 - Suit filed In Cuyahoga 
County Common Pleas Court by 
the Attcrney General for sche
dule violations. 

9/8/82 - Enforcement letter 
cent to entity from district 
Ret July violations. 

1C/13/82 - Enforcement letter 
sent to entity from district 
Bet August violations. 

11/0/82 - Enforcement letter 
sent to entity from district 
pet September violations. 

U.S. EPA and Company in 6th Cir
cuit Court on permit issuance. 

••. 



rJUl'I'.ITTED Dli Kichael A. Savago, IWV 

tATF SUPniTTEDt August 31. 1SB2 

OHIO EPA 
OUARTERIY NON-COKPLIAKCE REPORT 

REPORTING FERICDi Aorll. Kpy ppj June. 1962 
EFFI.UENT t EVENTS STATUS 

DISTRICT! Northe^st-

PAGE « OF MO 

MAJOR LIST COKPLIAHCE STATUS ACTION TAKEN OR PROPOSED COKNENTS 

NANP lillaeui 
i^Lil 

lllymlnailiia_2-AS>Itabul2i Ou 
Effluent not In compliance vith 

i:£EES_N0i_CJiJ02fill21 final table, see Events. 

Ii£:Ji_3II020 12 
Oiiilall£_£2M^_6£2 

iKFECTIVF itC 3/1M/7.7,. Effluent not in compliance with 
final table, see Events. 

NOD. EPF. i__i 

•^OD. EFF. / / 

NOD. EFF. i__L • 

f!OD. FFF. L L 

NOD. FFF. i__l 

FXPIPESJ I£C UmU. 

TYPF! INITIAL X 
RENEWAL 

IV£1>£S 
AClilxJi&Yx. ̂ sns 
Non Compliance 
Wastewater treatment facilities net 
operational at "C" plant by 7/1/00 and 
at "A" and "B" plants by 11/1/80. 

3/1M/77 - Findings and Orders 
issued by OEPA contains coa-
pliance schedule and effluent 
limitations. Significant 
schedule milestones are* 

1) Submit plans by 12/1/76. 
3) Attain operational level 

for sanitary wastewater by 
7/1/77. 

3) Initiate construction by 
12/1/78. 

1] Attain operational level 
for "C" plant facilities 
by 7/1/80. 

5) Attain operational level 
for "A" and "B" plant 
facliities by 11/1/80. 

These limits apply for 5 
(five) years, or until issu
ance of a NPDES Permit, which
ever is earlier . 

8/13/80 - Entity referred to 
the Ohio Attorney General's 
Office for litigation. 

2/5/01 - Suit filed in Cuyahoga 
County Common Pleas Court by 
the Attorney General for sche
dule violations. 

5/20/82 - Compliance evaluation 
inspection conducted by dis
trict. 

6/11/82 - Enforcement letter 
sent to entity from district 
Rei April violations. 

6/21/82 - Compliance evalua
tion inspection report sent to 
entity from district Rei 
5/20/82 evaluation. Report 
notes entity is in noncom
pliance due to schedule viola
tions. Wastewater treatment 
facilities are complete ylth 
the exception of coal pile run
off trootment system .{Outfall 

U.S. EPA and Company in 6th Cir
cuit Court on permit issuance.; 



FUBKITTKD BTj Hlchnel A. Savage, IVW 

CATF. SUPMITTrD«_iJlS<l£t_Jli._J212 

OHIO EFA 
OUAPTFBIY NOH-COKPLIANCE REPORT 

REPORTING PERlODt iEE,ilaJlai_anl_i23iaSx_12.(I2 
EFFLUENT t EVENTS STATUS 

DISTRICT: Horthoast 

PACE 5 OF liO 

KAJOF LIST COMPLIANCE STATUS ACTION TAKEN OR PROPOSED COMMENTS 

NAME £l£V£lnad_n££irl£. 

•lilamin3iln2_-_i£Ainhiiia 
(Ccntlnupd) 

601). 

7/12/62 - Enforcement letter 
cent to entity from district 
Ret May violations. 

8/13/62 - Enforcement letter 
cent to entity from district 
Bet June violations. 

•-.t 
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Column •l.. '; 

Column 2 '' 

Colttimis 3-11 

CcliHun 12-17-

Column 18 

Coluian. 19 

CODING' INSTRUCTIONS . . 

•Transaction'-'Code ' Ose N, C, or D for New# Change or 
Delete• All .'.'inspections will be new unless there is an 

• error... in- tjie^ data, keypunched into WENDB. 

' Code Always' 5 for this c£irci. . 

NPDES - The NPDES permit number. • (The State, permit . 
number may be accommodated in the remarks or additional 
spaces).. . - • 

Inspection Date'- Entered in the year/month/day format 
,{e..cj. 77/06/30-^ June 30, 1977), 

'Inspection Type - An inspection will fa.ll into one of 
two -possible categories; 'C' for Compliance Evaluation 
or 'S' for Compliance Sampling. 

Inspector Code - An inspection may be performed by the 
Region, State or IMEIC (U.S. EPA National Enforcement 
iBvest.xgations Center) . It ir^ay also be the result of 
a joint effort. {Credit in FPRS for a joint inspection 
.is given to the lead agency.) Acceptab] 

DE are: .on ^ 

R EPA Reg 
S 

T 
C in!" 
jNS 

Fa & M 
t.ha# 

•ec r. 1 ons 

e in3pee 
e inspec 

describes the 
able codes are; 

Municipal -• Ly-Owned Treatment Works .tMyfte) 
with 1972 StajiSard Industrial Classification (SIC) 
4952, 

••Industrial - Other than Municipal# Agricultura: 
and Federal facilities. 

.Aqriculturiil - Those .f'acilitiej 
'1972 SIC. 011.1.-0971, . 

lassifled with 

4' -Federal - Those facilities identified as Federal 
by EPA Reg.ional of'fice. 

C-oliinmu 21-70, .,R,e:tiiark.s - T.'his remarks fiitld provides the inspector with 
•" V, • a 'vehicle, to store.. ciesc.j:iptive inforiaatioa about the 

•inspection. There 'is no set format within this 50-
position, .field.. '.IndiviciUci..I. Regions or Sta.tes may 

!• choose' to .('set., aside portions of this field for their 
own'^spec,ific. needs., . , 
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Form Approved 
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SECTmNJ-CompU«iKe!Wi8dule*, 

YES PERMITTEE IS MEETING COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE.^ ^ i v y 

'-CHECK APPROPRIATE PHASE(S): ' r>'" 

' • («) THE PERMITTEE HAS OBTAINED THE NECESSARY APPROVALS FROM THE APPROPRIATE 
• , AUTI-ORITIES TO BEGIN CONSTRUCTION, • 

• <b) PROPER ARRANGEMENT HAS BEEN MADE FOR FINANCING (mortgage commitments, grants, etc.). 

• (c) CONTRACTS FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES HAVE BEEN EXECUTED. 

• <d) DESIGN PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED. 

• (•» CONSTRUCTION MAS^OMMENCED. 

• (f) CONSTRUCTION ANO/OR, EQUIPMENT ACQUISITION IS ON SCHEDULE. .^7- % • -

^ (o) CONSTRUCTION HAS BEEN COMPLETED. . ^ 

(h) STAR T-'UP HAS COMMENCED. 

|l) THE FERMITTE E HAS REQUESTED AN EXTENSION OF TIME. 

O N/A (Further explanation attached^^&E^—) 

-h \ ' 

SECTION K -S«lf-Monitoring Prograiri 

Part 1 — Flow measurement (Further explanation attached. 
PERMITTEE FLOW MEASUREMENT MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS AND INTENT OF THE PERMIT. 

DETAILS: • 
YES • NO • N/A 

(a) PRIMARY MEASURING DEVICE PROPERLY INJITALLED. Sg.YES • NO • N/A 

TYPE OF DEVICE: PwEIR PPARSHALL FLUME DMAGMETER • VEI^URI METER ^OTHER |'5pgc//p 

(b) CALIBRATION F REQUENCY ADEQUATE./Dgfg o/fatf Cg//fcfaftQff YES UN/A 
(e) PRIMARY FLOW MEASURING DEVICE PROPERLY OPERATED AND MAINTAINED. 

(d)SECONOARY INSTRUMENTS (totalizers, recorders, etc.) PROPERLY OPERATED AND MAINTAINED. 

• NO • N/A 
YES • NO • N/A 

(e) FLOW MEASUREMENT EQUIPMENT ADEQUATE TO HANDLE EXPECTED RANGES OF FLOW RATES. 

Part 2 — Sampling (FUrthrrprpInrwHnnattarhrH I 

PERMITTEE SAMPLING MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS AND INTENTOF THE PERMIT. 

DETAILS: 

YES P NO • N/A 

YES • NO • N/A 

a) LOCATIONS ADEQUATE FOR REPRESENTATIVE SAMPLES. gCvES • NO • N/A 
(b) PARAMETERS AND SAMPLING FREQUENCY AGREE WITH PERMIT. YES • NO • N/A 
(c) PERMITTEE IS USING METHOD OF SAMPLE COLLECTION REQUIRED BY PERMIT. 

IF NO. •GRAB •MANUAL COMPOSITE ^AUTOMATIC COMPOSITE FREQUENCY, 
(d) SAMPLE COLLECTION PROCEDURES ARE ADEQUATE. 

YES • NO • N,'A 

-m. YES • NO • N/A 
JiL SAMPLES REFRIGERATED DURING COMPOSITING X-Xf • NO • N/A 
(II) PROPER PRESERVATION TECHNIQUES USED 

(III) 

YES • NO • N/A 
FLOW PROPORTIONED SAMPLES OBTAINED WHERE REQUIRED BY PERMIT • YES 

(iv) SAMPLE HOLDING TIMES PRIOR TO ANALYSES IN CONFORMANCE WITH 40 CFR 136.3 

a) MONITORING AND ANALYSES BEING PERFORMED MORE FREQUENTLY THAN REQUIRED BY 
PERMIT. • 

:H 
• NO 

YES • NO • N/A 

P YES NO • N/A 
1) IF (a) IS YES, RESULTS ARE REPORTED IN PERMITTEE'S SELF-MONITORING REPORT. • YES • NO I'A 

?art 3 — Laboratory (Further explanation attached ) 
PERMITTEE LABORATORY PROCE DURES MEET THE REQUIREMENTS AND INTENT OF THE PERMIT. 

DETAILS: . ' 
> YES • NO • N.'A 

(a) EPA APPROVED ANALYTICAL TESTING PROCEDURES USED. (40 CFR 136.3) YES • NO • N/A 

(b) IF ALTERNATE ANALYTICAL PROCEDURES ARE USED, PROPER APPROVAL HAS BEEN OBTAINED. • YES •NO 5?N/A 

(d) PARAMETERS OTHER THAN THOSE REQUIRED BY THE PERMIT ARE ANALYZEDrytfl^/,c ja).YES •NO • N/A 

(d) SATISFACTORY CALIBRATION AND MAINTENANCE OF INSTRUMENTS AND EQUIPMENT. „YES • NO • N/A 
a) QUALITY CONTROL PROCEDUR ES USED. 

(f) DUPLICATE ;JAMPLES ARE ANALYZED, 

(O) SPIKED SAM^-LES ARE USED. 
z^. /op ^ 
JC1_1*6FTIME. 

YES • NO • N/A 
OF TIME. , YES • NO • N/A 

(h) COMMERCIA L LABORATORY US w YES • NO • N/A 
^ •" YES ^ NO • N/A 

(I) COMMERCIAL LABORATORY STATE CERTIFIED. • YES • NO 

LAB NAM E 

:.7"' 1 ^ "/} 
LAB ADD 1ESS 
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Sections F th ni L: Cprnplete on all inspections, as appropriate. N/A = Not Applicable 
PERMIT NO. 

0'<XIC>//S/ 
SECTION F* facility and Parmit Backciround 

C --'v. 

• yjf'-

ADDRESS OF PERMITTEE IF DIFFERENT FROM FACIUTY 
(Including ply County and ZIP code) 

i fdtnd SYec^/c 
soocy- -

M C/ei'pl^y (DM W/fzi 

fu*ny net ' C^' " 

CLfA. 

DATE OF UA^ PREVIOUS INVESTIGATION BY EPA/STATE 

FINDINGS 

/Yotj ccM^JYoire y^e StMk ytcktJe^^; 

SECTION G • Records and Reports 

RECORDS AND REPORTS MAINTAINED AS REQUIRED BY PERMIT. 

DETAILS:' 

. JSCYES DNO O N/A (Further explanation attached 

(a) AOEOUAT • RECORDS MAINTAINED OF: 

(0 SAMPLING DATE,TIME, EXACT LOCATION IXYES • NO • N/A 

til) ANALYSES DATES. TIMES H YES • NO • N/A 
(III) INOIVIDUALPERFORMING ANALYSIS is YES • NO • N/A 
(Iv) ANALYTICAL METHODS/TECHNIQUES USED IKYES • NO • N/A 
(v) ANALYTICAL RESULTS (e.g., consistent with self-monitoring report data) M YES • NO • N/A 

(b) MONITORING RECORDSp/t, £).0., etc.) MAINTAINED FOR A MINIMUM OF THREE YEARS V 

INCLUDING ALL ORIGINAL ST RIP CHART RECORDINGS (e.g. continuous monitoring instrumentation, 

calibration and maintenance records). RYES • NO • N/A 

(c) LAB EQUIPMENT CALIBRATION AND MAINTENANCE RECORDS KEPT. -^YES • NO • N/A 

(d) FACILITY OPERATING RECORDS KEPT INCLUDING OPERATING LOGS FOR EACH TREATMENT UNIT, RYES • NO • N/A 

(e) QUALITY /ASSURANCE RECORDS KEPT. YES 0 NO • N/A 

(f) RECORDS MAINTAINEDOF M/UOR CONTRIBUTING INDUSTRIES/'and/Aetr COTJlp/iance SfJfMP; USING 
R'N/A PUBLICLY OWNEDVREATMENT WORKS. • YES • NO R'N/A 

SECTION H - Permit Verification 

INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS VERIFY THE PERMIT. ^YES • NO O N/A (Further explanation attachedSsP/^^/^ / 
DETAILS: ' 

(a) CORRECT NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS OF PERMITTEE. 13^ YES • NO • N/A 

(b) FACILITY IS AS DESCRIBED IN PERMIT. jSt YES • NO • N/A 

(c) PRINCIPAL PRODUCT(S) AND PRODUCTION RATES CONFORM WITH THOSE SET FORTH IN PERMIT 
APPLICATION. 5? YES • NO • N/A 

(d) TREATMENT PROCESSES ARE AS DESCRIBED IN PERMIT APPLICATION. 8 YES • NO • N/A 

(a) NOTIFICATION GIVEN TO EPA/STATE OF NEW, DIFFERENT OR INCREASED DISCHARGES. 0-.YES • NO • N/A 
(t) ACCURATE RECORDS OF RAW WATER VOLUME MAINTAINED. ^ YES • NO • N/A 
(fl) NUMBER AND LOCATION OF DISCHARGE POINTS ARE AS DESCRIBED IN PERMIT. ».YES • NO • N/A 

(h) CORRECT NAME AND LOCATION OF RECEIVING WATERS. ^ YES • NO • N/A 
(1) ALL DISCHARGES ARE PERMITTED. ^VES • NO • N/A 

:if • ^ -TV# > 

X -

SECTION I • Operation and Maintananca 

' -A 'XXK' 

YREATMENT FACILITY PROPERLY OPERATED AND MAINTAINED. 
DETAILS; 

YES • NO • N/A (Further explanation attached 

(a) STANDBY POWER OR OTHER EQUIVALENT PROVISIONS PROVIDED. • YES • NO [3fl/A 
(bl ADEQUATE ALARM SYSTEM FOR POWER OR EQUIPMENT FAILURES AVAILABLE. g<.YES • NO • N/A 

(c) REPORTS ON ALTERNATE SOURCE OF POWERSENTTO EPA^TATE AS REQUIRED BY PERMIT. • YES • NO P^J/A 
<d) SLUDGES AND SOLIDS ADEQUATELY DISPOSED. 5J' YES • NO ' •N/A 

Sp-'.:k; (0) ALL TREATMENT UNITS IN SERVICE. SVES • NO • N/A 

MI; <f) CONSULTING ENGINEER RETAINED OR AVAILABLE FOR CONSULTATION ON OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE PROBLEMS. 

—y—% 

H YES • NO • N/A 
(g) QUALIFIED OPERATING STAFF PROVIDED. RYES • NO • N/A 
(h) ESTABLISHED PROCEDURES AVAILABLE FOR TRAINING NEW OPERATORS. ^YES • NO • N/A 

(i) FILES MAINTAINED ON SPARE PARTS INVENTORY, MAJOR EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS, AND 
PARTS ANC EQUIPMENT SUPPLIERS. 'Q^YES • NO • N/A A.' (J) INSTRUCTIONS FILES KEPT FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF EACH ITEM OF MAJOR 

• -

'/ 

EQUIPMEN- _;8J^ • NO • M/A 

k) OPEHATIOII AND MAINTENANCE MANUAL MAINTAINED. O NO OM/A 
OSPCCPLAN AVAILABLE. g YES • NO - • N/A 
m) REGULATI >RY AGENCY NOTIFI ED OF BY PASSING./iJttfgt. jg-NO • N/A 
n) ANY BY-PASSING SINCE LAST INSPECTION. • " •' St. NO DM/A 

OtNO DM/A o> ANY HYDRAULIC AND/OR ORGANIC OVERLOADS EXPERIENCED. mi 
EPA FORM 35etK3 19-77) ; PAGE 2 OF 4 



Form Approved 
OMB No. J58-ROOTS 

SECTION I. - Et fluent/Racelving W«t«r OtMervstions (Further rxplanarinn attarhed 
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, (Sections M and NSXomplete u appropriate for lampling inspections) ,. 

SECTION M • famplina riwpaction PrccedurM and Obmrvitloni (Further exphnation attached 

OTHER 

:W;- • : 

^ GRAB SAMFLES OBTAINED 

COMPOSITE OBTAINED ; 

~ FLOW PRDPOrtTIONED SAMPLE 

AUTOMATIC SAMPLER USED 

'^SAMPLE SPLIT WITH PERMITTEE 

^CHAIN or-CUSTODY EMPLOYED 

J^t^AMPLE OBTAINED FROM FACILITY SAMPLING DEVICE 

COMPOSITING FREQUENCY; 

SAMPLE REFRIGERATED DURING COMPOSITIN 

SAMPLE REPRESENTATIVE OF VOLUME AND NAT 

PRESERVATION //A/9L 
ES DNO 

E OF DISCHARGE. 

SECTION N • Analytical Raiults (Attach report if necessary) 

A£AOA/ 

' if.' 
fL '•M. 

Usi 

, - '^^'0 

: -^. •AP.-- 1-V > '•: .s.t2x\:y -t •-

ipiie;" :f ̂ • II*; 

;EPA J=orm5560-3 (»^77) F3 (9-77),-. 

iisr 

A Mi: A A 

PAQB 4 OF 4 




